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RESPONSE TO ADVISORY ACTION 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Dear Sir: 



Applicants filed a reply to the outstanding Final Rejection on April 13, 2006, and a 
Notice of Appeal on June 23, 2006. Accordingly, the brief is due Au^st 23, 2006, 



The Final Rejection (issi4ed by a different examiner, Ms. Louise Leary) provisionally 
rejected on double patenting grounds claims 35, 36 and 4445. Certain of ibese provisional 
rejections were indicated to be new grounds of rejection. The Final also contained a new ground 
of "objeciion" of claims 38-41 (see page 3 of the Fmal Rejection)- 



The Final Rejection appeared lo be premature because of the new grounds of rejection, 
but since the Office's concerns were largely moot* clearly misdirected and/or were readily 
resolved by amendment, no further aciion was taken by applicants in that regard. Contiary to 
Examiner Leary 's comment in the Final Rejection, die rejections on new double patenting 
grounds were not necessitated by applicants' amendment prior to ihe Final Rejection. The Final 
Rejection indicated that claims 34, 37, 42, 43, 46 and 47 were allowed. 
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